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Before the
Federal Communications Commission "
Washington, D.C. 20554 ' .

In the Matter of

Cellular Service and Other
Commercial Mobile Radio Services
in the Gulf of Mexico

WT Docket No. 97-112

CC Docket No. 90-6

Amendment of Part 22 of the
Commission’s rules to Provide for
Filing and Processing of Applications
for Unserved Areas in the Cellular
Service and to Modify Other Cellular
Rules

Reply Comments of ALLTEL Communications, Inc.

ALLTEL Communications, Inc.' (‘“ALLTEL”) hereby submits its reply comments
in the above-captioned proceeding.” In support thereof, the following is respectfully set
forth.

In its comments, ALLTEL generally concurred with the Commission’s proposal to

divide the Guif into two zones. Further, ALLTEL suggested that the rights of land-based

' ALLTEL Communications, Inc. is the corporate entity through which the various affiliates and
subsidiaries of ALLTEL Corporation provide communications services on a competitive basis. The
various affiliates and subsidiaries of ALLTEL Corporation which serve as FCC licensees currently remain
intact for Commission licensing and reporting purposes. ALLTEL Mobile Communications, Inc. is the
subsidiary of ALLTEL Corporation which, either directly or through various affiliates provides CMRS
services to various markets, some of which abut the Gulf of Mexico (the “Gulf”).

(Released May 30, 1997) and the subsequent Erratum, dated June 19, 1997.

* The date for the filing of reply comments was extended to August 4, 1997 by Order, DA97-1143 O . ,
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licensees continue to be protected within their system’s authorized CGSA and that the
land-based licensees consent for overlapping facilities must still be obtained should the
Commission remove the prohibition on land-based transmitters for water-based licensees.
ALLTEL also noted that the Commission should defer PCS licensing policies in the Gulf
since PCS territories already include coastal areas.

The vast number of parties filing comments generally concur that the Commission
should not proceed with a PCS licensing scheme at this time given the preexisting
territorial rights which were conveyed in the PCS licenses secured at auction.’ Further,
ALLTEL continues to believe, as do other commenters, that land-based PCS systems
should be permitted to develop before definitive procedures are considered for the Gulf.
The proposal of the American Petroleum Institute (“API”) to reallocate PCS spectrum to
private microwave service in the Gulf conflicts with this approach and appears to be an
attempt to have the PCS spectrum revert to its prior use. API’s approach should be
rejected. Where it is not practical to provide PCS service in the Gulf, PCS licensees will
not construct facilities and, in the absence of interference to or from PCS facilities,
microwave incumbents may not be forced to move.

ALLTEL continues to believe that the Commission’s proposal is the best way to

bridge the gap between the Gulf and cellular licensees in a manner which best serves the

? See generally Comments of PrimeCo Personal Communications, L.P.; Comments of Sprint Spectrum
L.P. d/b/a Sprint PCS; Comments of BenBow PCS Ventures, Inc.; Comments of Aerial Communications,
Inc. and Western PCS BTA I Corporation. Shell Offshore Service Company believes PCS should not be
licensed in the Gulf because the spectrum is currently being used for private microwave facilities and there
is no apparent need for PCS service in the Gulf. The rights of private microwave licensees in the Gulf,
however, are secondary to the rights of the PCS licensee. Comments of Sprint Spectrum L.P. d/b/a Sprint
PCS at page 6.



public interest. As noted by United States Cellular Corporation, “Achieving the maximum
service to the public possible ought to be the Commission’s guiding principle in the
proceeding ....”.* Although ALLTEL has no objection to proposals to attach the coastal
zone to the territories of land-based carriers’ it views the Commission’s proposal as a
workable compromise between the Gulf-based and land-based licensees which permits
both types of licensee to take advantage of the efficiencies of expanding their existing
systems to provide new public service expeditiously.

ALLTEL continues to agree with those commenters arguing that the service

territories of land based licensees should continue to be protected.’

Respectfully submitted,

ALLTEL Communications, [

Glenn S. Rabin
Federal Regulatory Counsel

ALLTEL Service Corporation, Inc.
655 15th Street, N.'W.

Suite 220

Washington, D.C. 20005

(202) 783-3976

Dated: August 4, 1997

* See Comments of United States Cellular Corporation at page 2.
° See generally, Comments of AT&T Wireless Services, Inc. and Comments of BellSouth Corporation

® See Comments of 360 Communications Company at page 8.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Michele D. Leftwich, certify that a copy of the foregoing COMMENTS
OF ALLTEL TELEPHONE SERVICES CORPORATION ON PROPOSED
RULEMAKING: CC DOCKET 90-6 was served this 4th day of August 1997, by
U.S. first-class mail, postage prepaid, (unless otherwise noted) to the persons on

the attached service list.
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Kathryn A. Zachem

Attorney for Benbow PCS Ventures, Inc.
Wilkinson, Barker, Knauer & Quinn
1735 New York Ave.,, NW.

Washington, D.C. 20006

Gene DeJordy, Esq.

Attorney for Western PCS BTA I Corporation
Western Wireless Corporation

2001 NW Sammamish Road, Suite 100
Issaquak, WA 98027

Cathleen A. Massey, V.P. External Affairs
Douglas 1. Brandon, V.P. External Affairs
Attorneys for AT&T Wireless Services, Inc.
1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20036

Wayne V. Black and Nicole B. Donath
Attorneys for The American Petroleum Institute
Keller and Heckman LLP

1001 G Street, N.W., Suite S00W

Washington, D.C. 20001

Kurt A, Wimmer and Donna M. Epps
Attorneys for Sprint Spectrum L.P.
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20044

James F. Ireland

Attorney for Centennial Cellular Corp.
Cole, Raywid & Braverman, L.L.P.

1919 Pennsylvania Ave., N.-W., Suite 200
Washington, D.C. 20006

Kevin C. Gallagher, Sr. Vice President
General Counsel and Secretary

360 Degree Communications Company
8725 West Higgins Road

Chicago, Illinois 60631

Brian T. O’Connor, Director External Affairs
Attorney for Aerial Communications, Inc.
8410 West Bryn Mawr, Suite 1100

Chicago, Illinois 60631

Richard S. Myers

Attorney for Petroleum Communications, Inc.
Myers Keller Communications Law Group
1522 K Street,N.W., Suite 1100

Washington, D.C. 20005

Wayne V. Black and Brian Turner Ashby
Attorneys for Shell Offshore Services Company
Keller and Heckman, LLP

1001 G Street, N.W., Suite SO0OW

Washington, D.C. 20001

Richard Rubin and Robert E. Stup, Jr.
Attorneys for Bachow/Coastel, L.L.C.
Fleischman and Walsh, LLP

1400 16th Street, N.W., 6th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036

Peter M. Connolly

Attorney for United States Cellular Corporation
Koteen & Naftalin, L.L.P.

1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

Judith St. Ledger-Roty, Paul G. Madison and
Peter A. Batacan

Attorneys for Paging Network, Inc.

Kelley Drye & Warren, L.L.P.

1200 19th Street, N.W., Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036

William B. Barfield and Jim O. Llewellyn
Attorneys for BellSouth Corporation
1155 Peachtree Street NE, Suite 1800
Atlanta, GA 30309-2641



David G. Frolio

David G. Richards

Attorneys for BellSouth Corporation
1133 215t Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

William L. Roughton, Jr.

Attorney for PrimeCo Personal Communications, LP
1133 20th Street, N.W., 8th Floor

Washington, D.C. 20036

Jill Lyon, Director of Regulatory Relations

Attorney for American Mobile Telecommunications
Association, Inc.

1150 18th Street, N.-W., Suite 250

Washington, D.C. 20036



